
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE * 
United States Patent and Trademark Office \ 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450 
www.usplo.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



09/881,295 



06/13/2001 



Charles Michael Pickett 



8371-138 



6771 



20575 7590 08/16/2004 

MARGER JOHNSON & MCCOLLOM PC 
1030 SW MORRISON STREET 
PORTLAND, OR 97205 



EXAMINER 



ARSHAD, UMAR 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2174 



DATE MAILED: 08/16/2004 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



t- ,1 


ADDlication No 


ADDlicant(s) 


1 


09/881 ,295 


PICKETT, CHARLES MICHAEL 


utticq Action summary 






Examiner 


Art Unit 






Umar Arshad 


2174 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 4/30/2004. 

Claims 1 - 15 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 7 and 12 are 
independent claims. In the amendment claims 1, 2 T and 4 - 15 were amended. This 
action is made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bittinger et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent 
No. 5,363,481. 

As per claim 1, Bittinger teaches a method of presenting a user interface, the 

method comprising: 

providing a proxy user interface for a secondary application, the proxy user 
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interface being displayed during a period of time when a user is interacting with a 
primary application through a primary user interface (see Bittinger, column 2, lines 45 - 
56); and 

displaying predetermined settings for a task of the secondary application on the 
user interface (see Tilt, Bittinger, column 2, lines 56 - 63). 

Bittinger does not teach the proxy user interface activated by a user input and 
performing a task after elapse of a predetermined time period using the predetermined 
settings, if no input through the proxy interface is received. Tilt teaches providing an 
interface activated by a user input and performing a task after elapse of a 
predetermined time period using the predetermined settings, if no input through the 
proxy interface is received (see Tilt, column 1 , lines 40 - 51 ; the examiner interprets 
selecting the last highlighted parameter as performing the task). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Tilt with the method of Bittinger in order to speed 
up selection time for an expert user of a system. 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1 , Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger further teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the proxy user interface is arranged on the periphery of the primary user 
interface (see Bittinger, figure 4A, items 30 and 50). 



As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
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method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger further teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein the predetermined settings displayed are the current settings for the application 
(see Bittinger, column 6, lines 21 - 30). 

As per claim 7, Bittinger teaches an identifier identifying a secondary application 
for which the user interface is used (see Bittinger, column 2, lines 45 - 51 ; it is inherent 
that an identifier identifying a secondary program must be used in order to associate the 
secondary window to the secondary application program); and 

a settings display, wherein the setting displayed are predetermined settings for 
the application (see Bittinger, column 6, lines 12-16). 

Bittinger does not teach a timeout timer operable to close the graphical user 
interface upon expiration of the timer. Tilt teaches a timeout timer operable to close the 
graphical user interface upon expiration of the timer (see Tilt, column 2, lines 27 - 31). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Tilt with the method of Bittinger in order to speed 
up selection time for an expert user of a system. 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 7, Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
graphical user interface of claim 7 (see rejection above). Bittinger does not teach the 
graphical user interface of claim 7, wherein the timer is hidden. 

Tilt teaches the graphical user interface of claim 7, wherein the timer is hidden 
(see Tilt, column 2, lines 21 - 33; it is inherent that the time is hidden because it is a 
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signal from the operating system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Tilt with the method of Bittinger in order to 
provide a less cluttered interface. 

As per claim 1 1 , it is of similar scope to claim 6 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 6 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 12, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 1 5, it is of similar scope to claim 4 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 4 (see rejection above). 



Claims 2 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bittinger et al. ( U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 
further in view of Stucka et al. v U.S. Patent No. 5,596,702. 



As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger further teaches the method of claim 1, 
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wherein the method further comprises receiving an input through the proxy interface 
and performing a task for the secondary application (see Bittinger, column 6, lines 12 - 
16). 

Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the method further 
comprises receiving an input through the proxy interface and presenting a user interface 
for the secondary application. Stucka teaches a method comprising receiving an input 
through a proxy interface and presenting a secondary user interface for the secondary 
application (see Stucka, column 10, lines 30-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Stucka with the method of Bittinger and Tilt in 
order to provide a graphical user interface element on demand as a result of a user 
action. 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, it is of similar scope to claim 2 
and is rejected under the same rationale as claim 2 (see rejection above). 



Claims 3 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bittinger et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 
further in view of Frank et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,651,107. 
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As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the method of 
claim 1, wherein the proxy user interface is provided as a transparent overlay. 

Frank et al. ("Frank") teaches a method wherein the user interface is provided as 
a transparent overlay (see Frank, column 2, lines 46 - 55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Frank with the method of Bittinger and Tilt in 
order to increase the amount of information presented in a window based system. 

< 

As per claim 14, it is of similar scope to claim 3 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 3 (see rejection above). 



Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bittinger et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 
further in view of Blades et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,465,358. 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the method of 
claim 1 , wherein the predetermined settings displayed are the default settings for the 
application. 
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Blades teaches a method wherein the settings displayed are the default settings 
for the application (see Blades, column 6, lines 24 - 27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Blades with the method of Bittinger and Tilt in 
order to give the user the option to keep default values for displayed settings. 

As per claim 10, it is of similar scope to claim 5 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 5 (see rejection above). 



Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bittinger 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 further in 
view of McCoy et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,526,575. 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
graphical user interface of claim 7 (see rejection above). Bittinger and Tilt do not teach 
the graphical user interface of claim 8, wherein the timer is visible on the graphical user 
interface. 

McCoy teaches a graphical user interface wherein a timer is visible on the 
graphical user interface (see McCoy, figure 14, "Starts In" timer). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to incorporate the graphical user interface of McCoy with the graphical user 
interface of Bittinger and Tilt in order to alert the user of the time remaining in the timer. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 



Application/Control Number: 09/881 ,295 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2174 

shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Umar Arshad whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0329. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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